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Response to Amendment 

Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last 
Office action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is withdrawn. 

This Office Action is in response to a communication made on April 10, 2006. 

Claims 1-20 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stewart (6389460) in view of Periyannan (6587928). 

Regarding claims 1 and 11, Stewart teaches a method for communicating data 
comprising: 

establishing at a cache server a first uniform resource identifier and a header 
portion associated with a first content item (Column 6, lines 55 - 62; Column 4, lines 56 
- 57; lines 35 - 37); 

caching a second content item corresponding to the first content item (Column 4, 
lines 43 - 50), the second content item identified by a second uniform resource identifier 
(Column 6, lines 1 1 - 22; Column 3, lines 30 - 35; Column 1 1 , lines 1 3 - 25), the 
second uniform resource identifier comprising the first uniform resource identifier and 
information from the header portion (Column 4, lines 38 - 41 ); 
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receiving a first request at the cache server, the first request requesting the first 
content item, the first request comprising the first uniform resource identifier and the 
header portion (Column 4, lines 35 - 37); 

a specific transform defining an action to perform on the first uniform resource 
identify and the header portion (Column 8, lines 54 - 66, wherein the transform is 
adding the header information and URL into an image identification string); 

generating a second request based on the criteria, the header portion, and the 
first uniform resource identifier, the second request being associated with the second 
content item, the second request generated by combining information from the header 
portion and the first uniform resource identifier to yield the second uniform resource 
identifier (Column 4, lines 56 - 66); and 

retrieving the second content item based on the second uniform resource 
identifier of the second request (Column 5, lines 1 - 4). 

Stewart does not explicitly indicate comparing the first uniform resource identifier 
and the header portion to criteria to identify a specific transform associated with the first 
uniform resource identify. 

Periyannan teaches a caching system for content requests that includes a 
comparison of the received URL and header information with a transform criteria to 
determine whether the request should be passed to the data cache or forwarded 
straight on to the content server (Column 4, lines 59 - 64). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Periyannan's teaching in Stewarts' system in order to 
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identify whether the requested object is cacheable before performing Stewart's URL 
transformation and cache check because it will cut down on the wasted requests to the 
cache server for objects that are not going located there. 

Regarding claim 2 and 12, Stewart teaches the method for communicating data 
according to claims 1 and 1 1 , wherein: the header portion comprises a hypertext 
transport protocol header portion; and comparing the first uniform resource identifier 
and the header portion to predefined criteria further comprises; examining a hypertext 
transport protocol identifier portion associated with the first content item; comparing the 
hypertext transport protocol identifier portion to the criteria; examining the hypertext 
transport protocol header portion associated with the first request; and comparing the 
hypertext transport protocol header portion to the criteria (Column 4, lines 55 - 66; 
Column 8, lines 46 -49). 

Regarding claims 3 and 13, Stewart teaches the method for communicating 
data according to claims 2 and 12, wherein the predefined criteria comprises match 
criteria and an associated transform (Column 8, lines 46 - 49; Column 4, lines 57 - 63). 

Regarding claims 4 and 14, Stewart teaches the method for communicating 
data according to claims 3 and 1 3, wherein the transform comprises at least one rule 
indicating how to modify the hypertext transport protocol identifier portion associated 
with the first request to generate the second request (Column 11, line 64 - Column 12, 
line 8). 

Regarding claims 5 and 15, Stewart teaches the method for communicating 
data according to claims 3 and 13, wherein the transform comprises at least one rule 
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indicating an element associated with the hypertext transport protocol header portion of 
the first request to be associated with the hypertext transport protocol identifier portion 
of the second request (Column 12, lines 5-19). 

Regarding claims 6 and 16, Stewart teaches the method for communicating 
data according to claims 3 and 13, wherein the match criteria comprises at least one 
entry, each entry comprising a portion of a hypertext transport protocol identifier and 
comparing the hypertext transport protocol identifier portion to the criteria comprises 
comparing each entry to the hypertext transport protocol identifier portion of the first 
request (Column 9, lines 11 - 24). 

Regarding claims 7 and 17, Stewart teaches the method for communicating 
data according to claims 1 and 1 1 1 wherein retrieving the second content item 
comprises: retrieving the second content item based on the second request from the 
cache server when the second content item is available from the cache server (Column 
9, lines 32 - 46; Column 1 1 , lines 13 - 26); and retrieving the first content item based 
on the first request from the origin server when the second content item is unavailable 
from the cache server (Column 9, lines 46 - 55; Column 7, lines 58 - 62). 

Regarding claims 8 and 18, Stewart teaches the method for communicating data 
according to claims 7 and 17, wherein the second content item is related to the first 
content item (Column 10, lines 14 - 25). 

Regarding claims 9 and 19, Stewart teaches the method for communicating 
data according to claims 7 and 17, wherein the second content item comprises a 
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version of the first content item customized in response to data in the header portion 
associated with the first request (Column 12, lines 5 - 6). 

Regarding claims 10 and 20, Stewart teaches the method for communicating 
data according to claims 1 and 1 1 , wherein generating the second request comprises: 
adding a hypertext transport protocol identifier portion of the first request to a hypertext 
transport protocol identifier portion of the second request; and associating an element 
associated with the* header portion associated with the first request with the hypertext 
transport protocol identifier portion of the second request (Column 4, lines 56 - 66). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed April 10, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The applicant argues that reference, Periyannan, does not disclose comparing 
the first uniform resource identifier to transform criteria to identify a specific transform 
associated with the URI. The examiner disagrees, the reference Stewart discloses a 
specific transform to perform on a URI if the object is cache-able, but doesn't indicate 
comparing the URI to transform criteria. Periyannan teaches a system that determines 
actions to be taken on web objects based on URI requests that include comparing the 
object and URI to conditions such as if the object is cache-able or not. The combination 
of Periyannan with Stewart teaches the idea that the system makes a determination 
whether the transform conditions are met, which is whether the object is cache-able or 
not. 

Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Bates whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3980. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 am - 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571 ) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



KB 

April 28, 2006 




